20010112.ba v03_n079.bam.20010112 


>From ???@??? Fri Jan 12 13:57:20 2001 -0600 

Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 13:54:43 CST 

From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3079 

Message-Id: <20010112211034 .CC3DA6563@devel43.theporch. com> 


BOATANCHORS Digest 3079 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) Output transformer 
by James Hanlon <knjhanlon@qwest.net> 
2) CRC-7 
by W7QHO@aol.com 
3) Racal question 
by BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com> 
4) need biggish plate xfrmr - any ideas 
by Brien Pepperdine <pepperb@gov.on.ca> 
5) F.S : RAO -4 receiver 
by Paul Thekan <Paul.Thekan@eimac.cpii.com> 
6) Re: CRC-7 
by "Marty's Refl. Drop" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org> 
7) WANT;500PF air variable 
by "JOHN Freeman" <w7kpb@hotmail .com> 
8) Re: CRC-7 
by W7QHO@aol.com 
9) Less is More 
by Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net> 
10) Re: The SW-54 saga 
by Ralph Parker <rparker@dccnet.com> 
11) Re: Less is More 
by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin. aurora. edu> 
12) Re: Less is More 
by "A. B. Bonds" <ab@vuse.vanderbilt.edu> 
13) More is Less 
by Robert Vincent <rvi3489u@postoffice.uri.edu> 
14) Re: Less is More 
by thompson@mindspring.com 
15) Re: Less is More 
by "Mike B. Feher" <n4fs@monmouth. com> 
16) Re: Less is More 
by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin. aurora. edu> 
17) Re: Less is More 
by Avery Comarow <acomarow@usnews.com> 
18) Re: Less is More 


by Tom Norris <badger@telalink.net> 
19) Re: Less is More 
by W7QHO@aol.com 
20) More or less, or less or more, whatever 
by Robert Vincent <rvi3489u@postoffice.uri.edu> 
21) Re: More or less, or less or more, whatever 
by Avery Comarow <acomarow@usnews.com> 
22) Re: Less is More 
by Richard Loken <richardlo@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 
23) Re: Less is More 
by "Arthur I. Larky" <ail0@lehigh.edu> 
24) Re: Less is More 
by "anchor" <anchor@ec.rr.com> 
25) Re: TS-830 ALC 30L-1 
by jan@skirrow. org 
26) "Bandspread" Coil information 
by "Sandy Blaize" <ebjr@i-55.com> 


Message-ID: <3A5D27E6.6AB59436@qwest.net> 
Date: Wed, 10 Jan 2001 20:26:30 -0700 

From: James Hanlon <knjhanlon@qwest.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Output transformer 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Andre, 


My RCA tube data manual says the 6K6 load resistance is 
12,000 ohms if the tube has 100 volts on plate and screen, 
7600 ohms if the tube has 250 volts on plate and screen, and 
9000 ohms if the tube has 315 volts on the plate and 250 
volts on the screen. Hope that helps you out. 


Jim, W8KGI 


From: W7QHO@aol.com 

Message-ID: <6.109c6a85.278f4f£2f@aol .com> 
Date: Thu, 11 Jan 2001 13:02:23 EST 

Subject: CRC-7 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


All, 


What was this thing (CRC-7) used for, by whom and during what time period? 
Would appear to be an emergency trans/rec of some sort. I have a schematic 
but no other info. 


Any information would be appreciated. Thanks. 


Dennis D. W7QHO 


Date: Thu, 11 Jan 2001 13:14:41 -0500 
From: BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com> 
Subject: Racal question 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Message-ID: <200101111314_ MC2-C164-BAOF@compuserve. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset=IS0-8859-1 
Content-Disposition: inline 


I am looking for the circuit of the Racal unit: 
MS540 Battery Module 
If anyone can help I'd be most obliged. 


cheers, Ben G4BXd 
www.qsl.net/g4bxd 


Date: Thu, 11 Jan 2001 13:41:19 -0500 (EST) 

From: Brien Pepperdine <pepperb@gov.on.ca> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: need biggish plate xfrmr - any ideas 

Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.4.05.10101111327470 .22520-100000@govonca2.gov.on.ca> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


Fellows. 

I have an opportunity to acquire an old transmitter, supposedly in good 
shape in most ways, and I will see and check out etc. before laying out 
final cash. 


One problem though - reportedly a case of 'mousus interruptus' - one of 
our rodent pals supposedly got into it and not for long until he got the 


shock of his life. Sadly this supposedly shorted out the plate transformer 
and killed it. So I am told or is postulated by the (sad) present owner. 


Now, this is ex-military type design, supposed to have nice milspec guts 
and protective breakers, but accordingly these did not protect the plate 
xfrmr. 


To bring this back in theory requires replacement of same: thus I would be 
in need of a 2800 volts 700 mils transformer for the task. This is to 
power 4-250A tubes to about 700 watts output I think. 


Any ideas in how to procure such a beastie? I am looking to find out 
likelihood of repair, subsititutes (a peripheral recommendation locally 
was part of a ‘pole pig'... how does that work and how do you get such a 
thing?). I checked Peter Dahl's web site in TX, and I will not be pushing 
450 bux of our colourful funny money his way for a transformer - not gonna 
happen! If I have to go to that extent I think my interest in this project 
wanes quickly. 


Anyhow, those who restore militaria or amps/build amps etc. might know 
something and I am eager to find out as much as I can before I shell out 
money and time/travel for something that might never be workable. 


tnx. 


Brien Pepperdine 
Amateur Radio Station VE3VAW 
Toronto, Ontario Canada 


-Information and comments herein are mine own and are separate and 
independent of the electronic information gateways, pathways and 
provider(s) utilized- 


Message-Id: <4.2.0.58.20010111113408 . 00cO00500@pop3.eimac.cpili.com> 
Date: Thu, 11 Jan 2001 11:41:39 -0800 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 

From: Paul Thekan <Paul.Thekan@eimac.cpii.com> 

Subject: F.S : RAO -4 receiver 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


There is a Wells Gardner RAO 4 receiver for sale by a gentleman here 
in the San Francisco Bay Area. He says it is in good cosmetic shape , 
except for the plastic dial window which has shrunk with age. The radio 
works but there is some trouble with the AGC. It is for LOCAL PICKUP ONLY. 


You can E mail him with any inquires and price at 
LIMANFREDI@earthlink. net His name is Louie . Good luck 


Paul 


N6FEG 


Date: Thu, 11 Jan 2001 16:18:56 -0500 (EST) 

From: "Marty's Refl. Drop" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org> 
Message-Id: <200101112118 .QAA01504@aa4rm.ba-watch.org> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: CRC-7 


Pretty sure it was a 121.5 xtal TX, super regen RX vhf replacement for the 
Gibson Girl. Looks like a sonabuoy, eh? 


Coincidental you asked. I was having some private dialog re the thing 
with a list member. I mistakenly & off-handledly thot it was the SRT-3 


Looks like made @ end of WW2 & bet by after Korea that little vhf/uh£ squarish 
thing with submini tubes had replaced it. 


From: "JOHN Freeman" <w7kpb@hotmail.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: WANT;500PF air variable 

Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 01:29:44 -0000 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed 

Message-ID: <F1680ryKFRIJrzdDW61CO00001e9@hotmail . com> 


Group: need 500 to750 pf max 1500 v air variable. 73,W7KPB 


From: W7QHO@aol.com 

Message-ID: <f£5.6715773.278fb8af@aol .com> 
Date: Thu, 11 Jan 2001 20:32:31 EST 

Subject: Re: CRC-7 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Thanks to the many who responded to my questions on this equipment. We have 
one of these at the Ft. MacArthur Military Museum in San Pedro, CA, where I 

work as a volunteer. I needed to know what to say on a descriptive placard 

for the exhibit. 


73 es thanks again, 


Dennis DuVall, W7QHO 
Glendale, CA 


Date: Thu, 11 Jan 2001 22:19:34 -0800 

From: Arden Allen <gumbear@pacbell.net> 

Subject: Less is More 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Message-id: <QG7100JHEDFL66@mta6.snf£c21.pbi.net> 
MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit 


Nationalista; 


Wow, what a job! My National SW-54 has become a project of both interest 
and whimsy. As most of you know, it's an AA5 that tunes to 30 Mc in four 
bands. It was (sort of) competition for Halli's S-38's. It sure ain't no 
Heath AR-3, which besides having the luxury of a power transformer, is a 
much better design with about the same number of parts. 


I'm finished with just about everything except the final cosmetics. First 

the statistics: Gone are 15 wax papers, all that leaked to the tune of 
less than 100 megohms. Also bye-bye are eight resistors that just didn't 
live up the their color bands. From over 20% to 200% off value but none 
showing overheating. Plenty of work. Now it's full of orange drops, late 
vintage Sprague black moldies that have good insulation, and ceramic disks. 
New 'lytics all ‘round. 


1t plays just like it's supposed to, which isn't saying much. I fired it 
up last night and if it weren't for a 27MHz CB nut playing a tape loop of 
disgusting sounds I woulda thought it was dead above 7 MHz. Welcome to 
sunspots! The next morning it could hear WWV on 10 and 15 just fine. 
Tonight it's alive with preachers all over the place. 


And a nasty buzz with the volume control up for the high freqs where it is 
pretty deaf. Yaagh! Stuff of Junksville! The volume control housing is 
floating, an attempt to isolate the shaft from the line. Dumb. A jumper 
to circuit ground made things a little quieter but not at all gone was the 
familiar audio buzz. Poking and prodding revealed a real smart layout. 
The second detector circuitry is tangled up with filament voltage wiring. 


Time to move several wires to new locations. Can you believe it? 


Speaking of safety, there is more crap in this receiver designed to keep 
junior from wiring himself to the energy starved utility. The lawyers, no 
doubt, were in charge at National way back then too. 


The BFO, what a joke! A jerkoff's idea for sure. Make the IF amp 

oscillate. What, AGC giving trouble? Turn it off. Too bad we can't find 

a place to put an RF gain pot on the front panel, the suckers won't notice. 
Eh, whut? Did you say sinkronus detection??!!?? 


This little receiver is a bit of an enigma. I don't think any engineer at 
National would have claimed it as his own. It must have been there only to 
fill that last catalog page. It sure didn't do justice to the cheap radio 
legacy 


Arden Allen KB6NAX Vallejo, CA  gumbear@pacbell.net 


Message-Id: <3.0.5.32.20010112012216 .00799bf£0@pop3.dccnet.com> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 01:22:16 -0800 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Ralph Parker <rparker@dccnet.com> 

Subject: Re: The SW-54 saga 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


>...My National SW-54 has become a project of both interest and whimsy... 
>...It plays just like it's supposed to, which isn't saying much... 


But Arden, it looks GREAT, doesn't it? 
I used to have the hots for one back in the '50s (and the S-38, too). 


>I don't think any engineer at National would have claimed it as his own. 
>It must have been there only to fill that last catalog page.... 


My point exactly - it just looks cool! 
Mine is still on the shelf, awaiting a re-make just like yours. 
Tnx for the comments. Nice to know it's recoverable. 


73, Ralph, VE7XF 


Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 08:13:01 -0600 (CST) 
From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Less is More 


Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.4.31.0101120809020 .11760-100000@admin. aurora. edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


BAck in 1955 or so when I was in Jr. High school I knew I just hadda get a 
ham license. I scraped together $50 and agonized for weeks on wether to 
but the SW-54 or the S-38C. The S-38 finally won out, mainly because it 
had TWO tuning dials (ya know - "electrical bandspread"). I still wonder 
how I managed to make so many contacts using that. I now have a plain 
S-38 and a SW-54 on the shelf. 


"Nostalgia is a thing of the past" 
E-mail: broehrig@admin.aurora.edu or k9eui@arrl.net 73 de Bob, K9EUI 
CIS: Data / Telecom Aurora University, Aurora, IL 
630-844-4898 Fax 630-844-4222 
PLEASE PUT ALL REPLIES IN ASCII TEXT ONLY 


Message-Id: <3.0.1.32.20010112094656.00£b1840@vuse. vanderbilt. edu> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 09:46:56 -0600 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: "A. B. Bonds" <ab@vuse.vanderbilt.edu> 

Subject: Re: Less is More 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


At 10:19 PM 1/11/2001 -0800, you wrote: 

>Nationalista; 

> 

>Wow, what a job! My National SW-54 has become a project of both interest 
>and whimsy. 

>This little receiver is a bit of an enigma. I don't think any engineer at 
>National would have claimed it as his own. It must have been there only to 
>fill that last catalog page. It sure didn't do justice to the cheap radio 
>legacy 

> 

That being said, mine still behaves rather better than my various S-38's. 
Many of you might recall my struggle with unwanted oscillation around 5 
mHz. I have found this in a total of five units, including S-38's, S-38D's 
and a 5R10. I recently received a (nearly) unmolested S-38 from Tom Norris 
as a data point in my struggle. After renewing the filters, the IF tube 
and tweaking the IF alignment it started to show some fair sensitivity. 

And (only) between about 4.8 and 5.2 mHz you get birdies like crazy. The 
heterodyne behaves as if the BFO were on, i.e., can be zero beat with 
careful tuning (for a few seconds, anyway). And no, the BFO (a REAL one, 
at least in the S-38) is not on. Now that I mention it, it doesn't work at 
all. This is all on the original wax caps. 


So I am slowly concluding that this is generic with S-38's (or I am living 
in a very peculiar ether warp), even though some have sworn that theirs 
don't do that. 


Moral to the story is to find WWV elsewhere, and don't try to listen to 
Radio Caracas (4980). 


73 A. B. 


Message-ID: <3A5EF54F.6318@postoffice.uri.edu> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:15:11 +0000 

From: Robert Vincent <rvi3489u@postoffice.uri.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: More is Less 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


The S-38 not the A-D models was not a bad little radio till 
they cheaponed it, It had a BFO and other nice little 
features. These radios were the low end of the low end, my 
first receiver as a novice was a S-38C and believe me it was 
tuff picking out those stations with that receiver, but i was 
14 years old and it was the best I had, I have frequently 
thought of receivers back in those days, A top of the line 
receiver can be had today for less that a few days pay for 
most of us but back then a NC-300 or HRO or SX-100 was a 
month or more pay.. for most of us. In 1965 I was making 
490.00 buck a month, it was a lot of money then, I was just 
out of school working as a field engineer and my thoughts were 
that if I could just someday make 800-1000 month I would be 
well off, well I make that in a week, as a lot of us do and 
you know what we are not well off and a top quality radio is 
still a months pay for a lot of us not so fortunate. 


I guess what I am saying is that it is all relative and the 
old adage that you get what you pay for is a very true 
statement 


Rob K1DFT. 


From: thompson@mindspring.com 

Message-ID: <0Q00401c07cb4$bcfe16e0$038156d1@default> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Less is More 


Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 11:23:44 -0500 


The National SW-54 is one of the lesser lights. Its not much good (even 
when aligned and operating properly) 

for anything but BC and light SW listening. Same goes for the Hallicrafters 
S-38 series and even the S-53. 

The SW-54 looks nice as a BC receiver. 


If the interest is a good BA general coverage RX then the NC-173/NC-183 or 
HQ129 series are better choices 
they even sound good! 


73 Dave K4I3RB 


Message-ID: <015801c07cbd$1dee6600$20c5be18@n4fs> 
From: "Mike B. Feher" <n4fs@monmouth.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Less is More 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:28:41 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Before building a couple of the HBR series of receivers in the early 60's my 
main receiver was an S-38B. I used it for many phone and CW QSOs. It was 
pretty poor on 10 meters but I built a cascade 6CW4 nuvistor preamp for it 
that really did wonders. So, for a kid on a limited budget it was more than 
acceptable. 73 - Mike 


Mike B. Feher, N4FS 
89 Arnold Blvd. 
Howell NJ, 07731 
(732) 901-9193 


aeees Original Message ----- 

From: <thompson@mindspring.com> 

To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 11:23 AM 

Subject: Re: Less is More 


> The National SW-54 is one of the lesser lights. Its not much good (even 
> when aligned and operating properly) 
> for anything but BC and light SW listening. Same goes for the 


Hallicrafters 
S-38 series and even the S-53. 
The SW-54 looks nice as a BC receiver. 


If the interest is a good BA general coverage RX then the NC-173/NC-183 or 
HQ129 series are better choices 


they even sound good! 


73 Dave K4IRB 


VVVV VV VV VV 


Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 11:31:41 -0600 (CST) 

From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@admin.aurora.edu> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Less is More 

Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.4.31.0101121130570 .10486-100000@admin. aurora. edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


On Fri, 12 Jan 2001 thompson@mindspring.com wrote: 


> If the interest is a good BA general coverage RX then the NC-173/NC-183 or 
> HQ129 series are better choices 
> they even sound good! 


Yes! I had a 173 and it probably had the best audio from a single ended 
output that I have heard in a receiver. 


"Nostalgia is a thing of the past" 
E-mail: broehrig@admin.aurora.edu or k9eui@arrl.net 73 de Bob, K9EUI 
CIS: Data / Telecom Aurora University, Aurora, IL 
630-844-4898 Fax 630-844-4222 
PLEASE PUT ALL REPLIES IN ASCII TEXT ONLY 


Message-Id: <4.2.2.20010112123704.00a9b5f0@ntpop.usnews.com> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:40:15 -0500 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Avery Comarow <acomarow@usnews.com> 

Subject: Re: Less is More 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


You guys are pikers. The first radio I used for hamming was a BFO-less 
Zenith Transoceanic. You ain't lived until you've made Novice CW contacts 
by listening to hisses, on a radio where the width of the dial pointer 
spans the Novice portion of 40M. 


Then I graduated to an NC-2-40D, a true boatanchor if ever there was one. I 
loved it, and still do. 


73, Avery W4AVE 


Message-Id: <4.2.2.20010112123024 .0156d5c0@mail1.telalink.net> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:33:26 -0600 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Tom Norris <badger@telalink.net> 

Subject: Re: Less is More 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


Indeed not an HRO by any means! I especially like the fake "Bandspread" 

ring on the tuning dial!!! I have one, the only BA the wife will allow in the 
living room because she thinks it is cute. This is not counting the SP-600 
and the R-390A that are hidden in the corner because I do not have room 

in the shack at the moment to stick them -- both need a good going through, 
and will fix them some day. 


The S-38, no suffix, is a smidge better than the rest of its siblings with 
letters after their names, if for no other reason than it has a real BFO. 
Still not a DX diggumout receiver.... :-) 


Tom 


At 11:23 AM 01/12/2001 -0500, David wrote: 

>The National SW-54 is one of the lesser lights. Its not much good (even 
>when aligned and operating properly) 

>for anything but BC and light SW listening. Same goes for the Hallicrafters 
>S-38 series and even the S-53. 

>The SW-54 looks nice as a BC receiver. 

> 

>If the interest is a good BA general coverage RX then the NC-173/NC-183 or 
>HQ129 series are better choices 

>they even sound good! 

> 

>73 Dave K4JRB 


From: W7QHO@aol.com 

Message-ID: <6f£.£a93957.2790ac10@aol.com> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 13:50:56 EST 

Subject: Re: Less is More 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


In a message dated 1/12/01 8:34:53 AM, thompson@mindspring.com writes: 


>The National SW-54 is one of the lesser lights. Its not much good (even 
>when aligned and operating properly) 

>for anything but BC and light SW listening. Same goes for the Hallicrafters 
>S-38 series and even the S-53. 


All, 


I agree completely. Never tried an SW-54 but had an NC-33, National's direct 
answer the S38. Large, nice looking cabinet but all the same problems 
stemming from the simple AC/DC circuit in wide use at the time. Biggest 
problem was the lack of selectivity. Around 1951 I gave up, built that 
handbook two tube superhet (6K8 converter followed by 6SN7 regen/audio amp.) 
and started making contacts. I wonder how many budding ham careers were 
terminated by those "beginners" radios. 


Dennis D. W7QHO 
Glendale, CA 


Message-ID: <3A5F1D49.6EAD@postoffice.uri.edu> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 15:05:45 +0000 

From: Robert Vincent <rvi3489u@postoffice.uri.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: More or less, or less or more, whatever 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


CW QSO's with A Transoceanic ! Now that is accomplishing 
something. I had one as a novice but dismissed it's capability 
and usefullness for amateur radio communication. Wonderfull 
radio but...... Wow.. Rob 


Message-Id: <4.2.2.20010112135603 . 00a9bedO@ntpop.usnews.com> 


Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 13:56:57 -0500 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Avery Comarow <acomarow@usnews.com> 

Subject: Re: More or less, or less or more, whatever 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


Well, of course you dismissed it. That's because you were a rational, 
thinking person. I just wanted to GET MY DX-20 on the air. 


Avery W3AVE 


At 02:01 PM 1/12/2001 -0500, you wrote: 

>CW QSO's with A Transoceanic ! Now that is accomplishing 
>something. I had one as a novice but dismissed it's capability 
>and usefullness for amateur radio communication. Wonderfull 
>radio but...... Wow.. Rob 


Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 11:58:05 -0700 (MST) 

From: Richard Loken <richardlo@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 

Subject: Re: Less is More 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Message-id: 
<Pine.PMDF.3.95.1010112113725 . 541065834) -100000@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 
MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


On Fri, 12 Jan 2001, Bob Roehrig wrote: 


BAck in 1955 or so when I was in Jr. High school I knew I just hadda get a 
ham license. I scraped together $50 and agonized for weeks on wether to 
but the SW-54 or the S-38C. The S-38 finally won out, mainly because it 
had TWO tuning dials (ya know - "electrical bandspread"). I still wonder 
how I managed to make so many contacts using that. 


VV VV WMV 


In the same spirit I got a heathquit GR-64 in 1968 (no bandspread, sigh) and 
found that the famous feedback into the IF BFO could be pushed just to the 
edge of oscillation and used to improve sensitivity and selectivity. That 
feature alone made the receiver worth its $60.00 price. I have found a lot 
of receivers for two or three times the price at the time that didn't work 
as well as that 4 tube gutless wonder. Gee, that make me 17... 


My favourite reciever today is my Drake R4 (wazzat? 1964?) but an R4B went for 
some $500.00 in Canada in 1968 when I got my GR64 while my old man made $300.00 
a month driving a truck. I cleaned pig barns to pay for the GR64 and there 
weren't nearly enough barns around to finance an R4B. 


Now I'm jaded and spoiled and won't even take an S38 home from a fleamarket 
unless its free. 

Richard Loken VE6BSV, Systems Programmer - VMS 

Athabasca University 

Athabasca, Alberta Canada 

xx richardlo@admin.athabascau.ca xx 


Message-ID: <3A5F5653.6AC04994@lehigh.edu> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 14:09:07 -0500 

From: "Arthur I. Larky" <ail0@lehigh.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Less is More 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I wish I could have afforded such fancy equipment. I got my ticket in '47 while 
in 
high school earning money as a soda jerk Took the train to radio row in NYC and 
got my station: a command set 6-9mc receiver with plates pulled off of the tuning 
capacitor to get bandspread. (The tuning knob was the hollow handle of an old 
toothbrush.) Xmtr was command set also (still have it!) with separate B+ for 
oscillator and final. Worked from NJ to CT one time with rather poor RST. Turned 
out that I had forgotten to turn on the final voltage and he was hearing the 
oscillator radiation! 

Them was the good old days! 
Art K3HBA 


Message-ID: <0Q0c701cO7cce$bbc60d40$6401a8cO@ec. rr. com> 
From: "anchor" <anchor@ec.rr.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Less is More 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 14:34:51 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I didn't think I would, but I gotta - put my 2 cts worth in. 

I bought my first SW radio in 1956, at 14 yrs of age, hoping to get my 
novice license, and use it to "work the world" -ha- It was an S-38D, slightly 
used, a trade-in to the local dealer (Hatry's, in Hartford, CT). I thought it 


was neat, of course. It had a much wider dial than the SW-54 which was sitting 
next to it. I should have realized that somebody had just traded in a 
practiaclly new radio, and there must have been a reason. I didn't know AC/DC 
vs xfmr, or "non"-BFO. Ox sensitivity, selectivity, etc. Cost around $50-60, I 
think, that was the main thing. (the summer I was 15 I made $50/wk, 6 9-10 hr 
days) 

I used it to work CW with a DX-35 on 40 & 15, made quite a few QSO's. But 
boy was it hard to find your own freq. It overloaded terribly, of course, when 
tying to zerobeat a 50w fullpwr sig. Just tried to find the peak of the 
squalling and hope if I called CQ I'd be close enuf to hear the other rock-bound 
guy. It's amazing that such little knowledge could achieve any success. I 
think I did work 1 DX stn, G2WQ (still remember his call), on 15m. 


enuf of my 2 cts, 
73, 
Al, W8UT 


Message-Id: <4.3.2.7.2.20010112113405 .00c70640@mail.islandnet.com> 
Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 11:51:48 -0800 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: jan@skirrow.org 

Subject: Re: TS-830 ALC 30L-1 

Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


At 06:28 PM 1/6/01 -0500, you wrote: 

>Hi Gang: 

>Need to know how to handle the ALC ckt for the Kenwood TS-830 to a 30L-1. 
>I know there are people who have solved this problem. 

> 

>Still looking for a 30L-1 tuning knob for my set up KWM-2A and 30L-1 
>Any help?? 

>Ed 

>WA3BZT 


Hi Ed ... 
For what it's worth ... 


When I got my 30L-1 I decided to try it w/o using the TS-830S ALC. It 
worked so well that I never did get around to fixing it properly. You do 
have to be a bit careful with the Kenwood level knob, and watch the 30L1 
plate current, or you can overdrive the amp pretty easily. But I've had no 
problems and still run the same 811s that came with the amp. These tubes 
seem to be fairly forgiving! I run mostly RTTY or CW - almost never SSB. 
The send/receive relay in the Kenwood seems to have no problems handling 


the 30L-1 relay - altho I was concerned about this initially. 


Jan Skirrow, VE7DIX 


in rainy Maple Bay, BC, Canada 


KKK KAKKKAKK KKK KKK KK KKK KKK KKK KK KAKA KAKA KAKA KKKKKKKKEKEKEK ERK 
http: //skirrow.org/Boatanchors/ 
http: //skirrow.org/Classic%20Technology/ 


Information, Parts, Pictures, Articles 


Do you shop eBay? If so ... have a look at mine 
http: //cgi2.ebay.com/aw-cgi/eBayISAPI.d11?ViewListedItems&amp ; userid=ba3 
KK KII KK IKK KIKI KI KKK IIIA IKK III KIKI KIKI III II IIIA III III IAAI 


Message-Id: <200101121928 .NAA27343@exit1.i-55.com> 
From: "Sandy Blaize" <ebjr@i-55.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: "Bandspread" Coil information 

Date: Fri, 12 Jan 2001 13:55:34 -0600 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=IS0-8859-1 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hello All, 

Someone asked a while back if there was a way to 
calculate where to put the coil tap for "“bandspread" hand 
wound coils. These for regenerative receivers or superhets. 


I knew I had seen something somewhere, but 
could not recall where! So I "kept my eyes open" when 
I was perusing my old literature. lEureka......... 
there it was on pages 80 thru 84 of the Editor & 
Engineers (ex- Frank Jones) "Radio Handbook", 
Ninth Edition (1942). There is formulas and some 
graphic charts for series/parallel bandspread and tapped 
coil bandspread systems respectively. 

Unfortunately, I DO NOT have a flatbed scanner 
so I cannot offer the pages via e-mail. I tried photographing 
them with the digital camera, but they don't come out 
well enough to read easily! 

Perhaps someone out there can scan the 
pages and offer them to the group. 
73, 


Sandy Blaize, W5TVW 
>From the heart of: Pumpkin Center, LA., USA 


End of BOATANCHORS Digest 3079 
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